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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 
rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1-10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Loyd, in view of 
Honda and Steinberg. 

Claims 1, 8: A method of providing remote wireless video surveillance of a location comprising 
the steps of: 

using a miniature analog video camera to generate analog electrical signals 
representative of an image of the location; (See Loyd figure 5 itenn 510.) 
converting the analog signals to digital electrical signals and packetizing the digital 
electrical signals into an IP fomiat; (See Honda figure 7 item 100 and 702, and column 11 
line 61 , the Ethernet standard requires packetizing the data in an IP fomiat.) 
transmitting the video data in IP format over a twisted wire pair using a first ethernet 
transceiver; (See Honda figure 7 item 702 and 703 as well as colurhn 1 1 line 61 ethernet 
wire is a twisted pair wire) 

receiving the video data in IP fomriat over the twisted wire pair using a second ethernet 
transceiver; (See figure 13 items 1301 and 1302 as well as Loyd figure 5 item 512) 
wirelessly transmitting a microwave signal containing the IP format data to a base unit; 
(See Loyd figure 5 item 512 as well as column 5 lines 42-44. 
at the base unit, receiving the IP fomriat data microwave signal from the remote unit; 
(See Loyd Figure 5 item 520 as well as Steinberg figure 5 item 42) 
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sending the IP format data over a computer network to a user terminal; (See Steinberg 
figure 5 item 141) 

converting the IP format data to digital video signals using a video player; See Honda 
figure 13 item 1000 and 

displaying the digital video signals on a monitor at the user terminal. (See Honda figure 
13 item 1303 as well as Loyd figure 5 item 522) 

At the time the invention was made the use of various communication methods was well 
known in the art and widely used. While none of the cited references discloses the entire 
invention as claimed. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to 
modify Loyd's invention in the following manner. In column 11 lines 1-15 Loyd teaches 
that the camera could be physically separated from the rest of the electronics. To do this 
he teaches that a connection would be necessary. Honda teaches the use of an Ethernet 
connection in figure 7, a person of ordinary skill in the art would have found it obvious to 
place Honda's item 100 and 702 between Loyd's camera and image transmitter in figure 
5 in order to accomplish the connection. Loyd then transmits the wireless signal using a 
microwave transmitter as cited above. On the receiving end Loyd teaches the use of a 
wireless receiver item 520 figure 5 as does Stienberg in figure 5. However, while Loyd 
does not explicitly teach sending the signal over a network he does make mention of the 
fact that a matrix of surveillance systems could be viewed from a central location thus 
implying the use of a network and motivating one of ordinary skill in the art to use one 
See column 10 lines 48-50. Thus it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art to transmit the video over a network as Steinberg does in item 141 figure 5, Then 
since the video is still packetized and coded it must be decoded and opened for viewing 
on the monitor, thus it would have been obvious to use Hondas item 1 000 to do so) 

Claim 2. The method of claim 1 wherein the IP fomnat comprises TCPIP. (TCP IP is a standard 
Protocol that has been in use long before the cun-ent invention was made. Furthermore 
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anytime data is transmitted via the internet the TCP IP protocol is used. Therefore it 
would have been obvious to use said standard in order to effectively connmunicate across 
the network) Official notice served 

Claim 3. The method of claim 1 wherein the microwave transmission has a frequency between 
5.0 and 6.0 Ghz. (While Loyd discloses a frequency lower than that claimed, he does 
mention that any frequency could be used See column 5 lines 42-50. Therefore it would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to use the claimed range in order to 
transmit more data in a shorter period of time.) 

Claim 4, 10. The method of claim 1 further comprising the step of inputting pan, tilt, and zoom 

control instructions at the base unit to control the operation of the camera. (See column 
5 the table lists all of the control functions. 

Claim 5. The method of claim 1 further comprising the step of using additional cameras at the 

location and selecting between video data generated by the cameras. (See Loyd column 
10 lines 48-50 as well as Steinberg figure 13.) 

Claim 6. The method of claim 5 wherein the selecting between video data is made by inputs to 
the base unit. (See Steinberg figure 13 item 226) 

Claim 7. The method of claim 1 wherein the computer network is the Internet. (Use of the internet 
was well known in the art at the time the invention was made and is an obvious variation 
which would allow many people to access the system.) 

Claim 9. The system of claim 8 further comprising means for storing video data at the remote unit. 
(See Loyd figure 5 item 528) 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, 
Chris Kelley can be reached on 703-305-4856. The fax phone number for the organization where this 
application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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